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To go back to the original $700 billion
bailout, if you do the math, there are
140 million taxpaying families in the
country. Divide that by $700 billion and
that is $5,000 a family. We are talking
huge amounts. And should we pass this
global warming tax increase that
would be comparable to over $300 bil-
lion, it would mean $3,000 a family. And
that is every year.

I think we need to overcome the
problem that we have in following the
media off this plank and look at the
science and let the science tell us what
to do. If we do that, we will find with
everything I have talked about over
the last 36 minutes is in fact true.

Madam President, I yield the floor,
and I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
STABENOW). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning business
with Senators permitted to speak for
up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
U.S. TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, this
Chamber will confirm in the coming
days a new U.S. Trade Representative.
Mayor Kirk’s confirmation represents
an opportunity for American trade pol-
icy to break from the false choice be-
tween free trade and fair trade.

As our economy struggles with mas-
sive job losses, a shrinking middle class
that we have seen during the entire
Bush years, and a housing crisis
brought on by wrong-headed policy, the
housing crisis that undermines the pur-
suit of the American dream, our trade
policy must be part of our response to
the new realities of the global econ-
omy.

Mayor Kirk inherits a position tradi-
tionally focused on status quo trade
policy, and expanding that policy with
more of the same status quo trade pol-
icy that gives protection to large busi-
ness, protection to big oil, protection
to big drug companies—and even with
new rights and new privileges—a status
quo trade policy that suppresses the
standard of living for American work-
ers, and at the same time hurts work-
ers in China and India and Mexico; a
status quo trade policy that does noth-
ing to curb the cost of climate change
or the degradation of the environment;
and a status quo trade policy that has
yielded an $800 billion—more than $2
billion a day—trade deficit.

For 8 years the Bush trade policies
were wrong. They are wrong now. They
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should not continue this way in the fu-
ture. Our trade deficit has reached an-
nually, thanks to Bush trade policies
and thanks to lax trade enforcement, a
wrong-headed, unregulated, free-trade
policy, which has allowed toys with
lead paint, contaminated toothpaste
and other products, and weakened the
health and safety rules for our trading
partners and our own communities.

We want more trade but not like
this. Bush trade policies have dev-
astated communities in my State, in
towns such as Tiffin, Chillicothe, and
Lorain, and done damage to your State
in places such as Flint and Detroit and
Hamtramck. Job loss does not just af-
fect the worker or the worker’s family,
as tragic as that is for them, job loss,
especially job loss in the thousands,
devastates communities. It depletes
the tax base. It means the layoff of po-
lice and fire personnel and school-
teachers. It hurts local business own-
ers—the drug store, the grocery store,
the neighborhood restaurant.

Massive job losses prevent middle-
class growth. The Senator from New
York, who is in the Chamber, talked
about how the middle class in the last
10 years has shrunk. The middle class
has shrunk in pure numbers. It has
shrunk in income, in buying power.
The middle-class people in this country
have seen their incomes go down in
part because of the Bush trade policy
and partly because of tax policy and in
part because of the economic policy
generally.

Massive job losses prevent middle-
class growth, as manufacturing jobs
that once anchored a community are
gone, but they demoralize a commu-
nity. Ohio has seen the loss, during the
Bush years, of more than 200,000 manu-
facturing jobs; nationwide, 4.4 million
manufacturing jobs, 26 percent, more
than one out of four manufacturing
jobs in our country that simply dis-
appeared.

We know in Michigan and Ohio and
across the industrial heartland of this
country and in every State, American
manufacturing can compete and com-
pete with anyone in the world if it is a
fair fight. But the deck is stacked
against us when our Government does
not enforce our own trade laws that
level that playing field.

Foreign competitors take an unfair
advantage, and it is stopping American
manufacturers from reaching their po-
tential. We can no longer afford to sit
on the sidelines. We must establish a
manufacturing policy in this Nation
that helps businesses stay here, that
helps communities thrive, that re-
builds middle-class families in commu-
nities in my State.

It starts with reforming our trade
policy. I am pleased to hear Mayor
Kirk’s emphasis on trade enforcement.
Too many of our major trading part-
ners are breaking the rules through
massive currency imbalances, tax and
capital subsidies, and through unfair
labor and environmental practices.

In recent years, the Trade Represent-
ative has shown, to put it bluntly, a
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terrible record in response to public de-
mand for strong trade enforcement.
The Trade Representative that has oc-
cupied that office for close to a decade
simply does not enforce our trade laws.
All five of the public petitions for trade
enforcement actions filed during the
Bush administration, each concerning
currency manipulation or labor exploi-
tations by China, every one of those
five public petitions was denied by the
U.S. Trade Representative.

In some cases those petitions were
denied on the day they were submitted,
as if the administration even bothered
to read them. Wrong-headed economic
policy, job-killing trade agreements
have also fueled increasing income dis-
parity at home and abroad. I traveled
some years ago, after NAFTA passed—
a trade agreement that has hurt our
Nation—I traveled at my own expense
to McAllen, TX, across the border, with
a couple of friends to Reynosa, Mexico.
I met a husband and wife who worked
for General Electric. They lived in a
shack about 15 by 20 feet, dirt floor, no
running water, no electricity. If it
rained hard, the dirt floor turned to
mud.

If you walked through the neighbor-
hood, you could see where people
worked in that neighborhood because
these shacks were made out of building
materials from the companies they
worked for or the companies that sup-
ply the companies for which they
worked.

These two workers worked for Gen-
eral Electric Mexico, 3 miles from the
United States of America. If you go to
one of those plants where those work-
ers worked, those plants looked a lot
like an American plant. These workers
made about 90 cents an hour and lived,
as I said, in squalid conditions, as hard
as they were working, 6 days a week, 10
hours a day.

I visited an auto plant nearby, and
this auto plant looked exactly like an
auto plant in Michigan or Ohio, except
perhaps it was more modern. If you
walked into the auto plant, things were
clean, the technology was up to date,
the workers were productive, working
hard.

There was one difference between the
auto plant in Reynosa, Mexico, and the
auto plant in the United States; that
is, the auto plant in Reynosa, Mexico,
had no parking lot because the workers
could not afford to buy the cars they
made. That is what our trade policy
has wrought.

You can go to Malaysia and go to a
Motorola plant. The workers cannot af-
ford to buy the cell phones they make.
You can come back to this hemisphere
and go to Costa Rica to a Disney plant
and the workers cannot afford to buy
the toys for their children, the toys
they make, or you can go back across
the sea to China and the workers in
plant after plant after plant cannot af-
ford to buy the material, buy the prod-
ucts they make.

Simply put, in this country, because
of a strong union movement over the
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